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POR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


EXTRACT FROM A SERMON, 

On the importance of » utual eharity among the 

different denominations of christians. 
(Concluded.) 


But perhaps it may be thought, that 


so long as there remain such differences 
in theory among Christians as now 
exist, parties, and consequently ) 
ing and strife, are unavoidable. To 
confute this idea, I need not urge that 
overwhelming and unanswerable argu- 
ment which the very spirit of Christ’s 
religion offers ; nor is 1t necessary that 
I should advert to the convincing fact, 
that members of the same church do 
differ in religious opinion, and yet live 
in peace and brotherly love. The lat- 
ter part of our text exhibits an idea 
which, if generally received, would pre- 
vent all thoughts of justifying conten- 
tions on this ground; and if always 
realized would prove an effectual guard 
against the devices of the adversary, 
when he comes in the form of an angel 
of light, but in the spirit of a messenger 
f wrath and bitterness. “* Who then is 
Paul and who is Apollos, but ministers 
xy whom ye believed, evenas the Lord 
pave to every man?” 

“ Ye believed evenas the Lord gave 
oeveryman.” If there were different 
egrees of faith among the Corinthians, 
vas it not because the Lord saw fit to 
reserve the same variation in gift of 
belief that he does in all other gifts to 
is creatures? so that when they en- 
ied and contended with each other 
n this ac@ount, their strife was ex- 
rrcised against'the Lord’s doings. The 
Apostle asks in thenextchapter, “*Who 
iaketh thee to differ from another? 
nd what hast thou that thou didst not 
eceive ? Now if thou didst receive it, 
vhy dost thou glory as if thou hadst 
ot received it?’? And from the verse 
breceding, it is evident that St. Paul 
aid these questions before them, for 


envy- 


propriety of their being puffed up against 
each other, because God had made 
them to differ: ‘ And these things, 
brethren, I have in a figure transferred 
to myself and Apollos for your sakes ; 
that ye might learn in us not to think of 
men above that which is written, that 
no one of you be puffed up for one 
against another; for who maketh thee to 
differ from another?” &c. But why, my 
brethren, need I exhaust your patience 
with a recital of scriptures, in order to 
prove what every man of common ob- 
servation knows to be a fact, that the 
Creator has made a great variety in the 
degrees of human understanding ? This 
is the case not only among the Corin- 
thians, but even’ among the inspired 
Apostles themselves. For St. Paul 
speaks of “ the chiefest Apostles ;” and 
the relation of chiefest, necessarily sup- 
poses that of inferior. Had these chief 
apostles been prompted by an inclina- 
tion to lord it over God’s heritage, they 
might have determined their own su- 
perior degree of faith as the standard 
to which every one should arrive, in 
pretence at least, before they would 
give him the right-hand of fellowship; 
but they would thus have excluded 
some of those whom Christ elected 
and honoured as Apostles, and thus 
like the Corinthians have formed par- 
ties, and divided the Saviour’s cause 
against itself! We may observe a like 
difference in Peter’s faith, by noticing 
what it was before his vision of the 
sheet, and comparing this with the de- 
gree he enjoyed afterwards. As this 
is a most instructive example of the 
difference which the Lord is pleased 
to make in the faith of his servants, I 
will here pause, just to state a fact, and 
leave you to deduce from it an infe- 
rential precept. No one will hesitate 
to say, that the great Bishop of souls 
fellowshipped St. Peter as an apostle, 
and abundantly blessed him in the most 





he purpose of showing them the im- 


exalted and responsible station of his 


militant church, even while he believed 
that Christ was the Saviour only ofthe 
Jews, the ancient elect of God; and 
moreover, that the Lord continued to 
fellowship him with the same cordiality 
after he was taught to call no man com- 
mon or unclean. Now I demand, does 
not this conduct of Christ both autho- 
rize and require us to make no division 
on account of degrees in faith, as dif- 
ferent as those exhibited in the history 
of St. Peter? When Christ was on 
earth, John came and said to him, 
“* Master, we saw one casting out de- 
vils in thy name ; and we forbade him, 
because he followed not with us. But 
Jesus said, forbid him not, for those 
that be not against usare for us: And 
I appeal to your consciences, do we 
imitate the High Priest of our pro- 
fession, in forbidding or reproaching 
our christian brother, because the Lord 
has given him the lesser portion of 
faith? ‘* Who maketh. thee to differ 
from another? And what hast thou, 
that thou didst not receive? If thou 
didst receive it then, why dost thou 
glory?” I shall not here urge a°con- 
sideration of our fallibility ; I shall not 
say, that if we were guided altogether 


by christian meekness and modesty, we 
might possibly reflect that it may prove 
to be ourselves, instead, of our des- 
pised brother, who are possessed of the 
lesser degree of faith,—I shall urge 
none of these considerations; for it is 
in vain to hope, that people will gene- 
rally conduct under a realizing sense 
of their own weakness and fallibility. 
But allowing all that vanity ever flat- 
tered us that we possessed, let us sup- 
pose ourselves vested. with unerring 
knowledge ; even then how dare we 
disown a christian, because the degree 
of his faith differs from ours? If we 
would become followers of the Corin- 
thians rather than Christ, let us do it. 


But here the important question may 


arise, ‘* Where shall we place the limits 
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to this difference? What bounds must 
we establish, beyond which our chris-. 
tian charity and fellowship shall not 


extend?” Or in other’words, “* What 





articles of faith shall we require our 
brethren to receive as an indispensable 
requisite to our union with them ?” 

In answer to this question, I dare 
not lay before you any standard, save 
that on which the Apostles practised ; 
and however it may surprise you, I 
assure you, without ceremony, that the 
only christian creed of which we have 
any account in the Acts of the Apos- 
tles, was the following single article, 
viz. a heartfelt belief in Christ. This 
was all that they required in point of 
faith from any candidate for the uncor- 
rupted church they gathered. They 
considered Jesus alone as the door; 
and whoever came to him might enter. 
Iam perfectly conscious, my brethren, 
that this unqualified assertion, if true, 
casts a deep reflection against the wis- 
dom or charity of ecclesiastical dig- 
nitaries, of every party ancient and 
modern, who have filled their creeds 
with articles of faith, so numerous, that 
to repeat them would exhaust my 
strength and your patience. Never- 
theless, I confidently repeat what I have 
cautiously determined. There is re- 
corded but one article of faith, by which 
the Apostles tried the candidates for their 
churches. I commit this assertion to 
your memories; there let it be pre- 


. served; not that I would have you 


finally receive it barely on my word ; 
for you will soon have a full oppor- 
tunity for determining whether I was 
authorized to make it. Take your 
Bibles, carefully examine every account 
of. the admission of members wherever 
the apostles preached. And when you 
have done sof] would ask you, my bre- 
thren, to what articles of faith did the 
Ethiopian assent, when Philip required 
abeliet with all his heart ? What was re- 
quired of the Jailer? And will you suffer 
me in the plainness of my heart to warn 
you, my brethren, that if you add to 
the simple standard exhibited in the 
requirements of Philip, of Paul and 
Silas in these cases, and of the other 
Apostles on similar occasions, you may 
do it perhaps on the peril of answering 
for ail the divisions, enlvying and strife 
which will certainly follow as the fruit 
of such uniscriptural presumption ! 
Christians have for a long time been 


presumption ; and we know what it 
has invariably eficcted and produced, 
from the days of the Corinthians down 
to the present divided state of the 
church. It is time we should begin an 
experiment with the Apostolic creed 
in its primitive simplicity. 





FOR THE UHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 
Thoughts on the Devil and Demons. 
, (Concluded.) 

THERE are some very worthy men, 
who have taken up Mr. Farmer’s hy- 
othesis, and with the best intentions 
fave preached it, in order to free man- 
kind from what they consider pre- 
judices, but they may be mistaken, 
without any impeachment of their piety, 
sincerity, or benevolence; it may be 
useful to consider what the scriptures 
teach on the subject; without judging 
harshly of our neighbours, who think 
differently from us; for we ourselves 
are indeed very far from being infal- 
lible. : 
Our Lord, in John viii. 44. said to 
the Jews, “ Ye are of your father, the 
devil, and the lusts of your father ye will 
do: he was a man slayer from the be- 
ginning, and abode not in the truth, 
because there is notruth inhim. When 
he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his 
own ; for he is aliar, and the father of 
it.”” This is the best description of the 
devil that I know of, and given by him 
who could not be mistaken in what he 
stated. It does not appear to be the 
character of any particular man ; though 
spoken of in the singular as an indivi- 
dual; it could not be meant of the evil 
principle personified ; for it expresses 
the actions of an individual, who abode 
not in the truth. From the expression, 
it seems that he had been in the truth, 
but did not stand fast in it; but the 
evil principle never could have been in 
the truth. ‘The character and conduct 
of the Jews marked them as the children 
of the devil, upon the same principle 
as good men are designated the children 
of God. See 1 John iii. 7, 10. This 
passage should be read with particular 
attention. 

Those who have adopted the hypo- 
thesis in question, have denied the ex- 
istence of the devil and of demons, find 
themselves obliged to deny the literal 
with of the temptations of J esus/Christ 
in the wilderness, as recorded by the 





making experiments with this kind of 


Evangelists. But when we turn to the 


THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


third and fourth chapters of Matthew, 
and to Luke iii. 21,22, and chapter iv. 
1. 13, we find an account of the baptism 
of Jesus by John in Jordan; the de- 
scent of the holy spirit upon him; and 
the voice from heaven declaring him to 
be God’s beloved son, in whom he was 
well pleased. These things cannot well 
be denied to be literal facts. But the 
history of the temptations is a continu- 
ation of the same narrative, without 
the smallest hint that it was tobe other- 
wise than literally understood, and 
surely the internal evidence shows the 
temptations to be characteristic of the 
devil, not excepting the deception which 
he practised, in showing a view of all 
the kingdoms of the world, and that he 
chose a high mountain, to give the 
more countenance to his deceptive ex- 
hibition. From the whole history, it 
seems obvious, that the devil was suf- 
fered to tempt the Son of God, and was 
completely defeated in all his sugges- 
tions. In the whole of the history, 
there is nothing inconsistent with the 
fact of these temptations having been 
literally suggested by the devil, and 
repelled by Jesus Christ. But the hy- 
pothesis of Mr. F. alleges that these 
temptations were thoughts which arose 
in the mind of Jesus, or a vision. To 
this it may be sufficient to observe, that 
the text certainly gives no countenance 
to any thing of the kind. ‘The whole 
narrative ‘appears to present us with 
literal facts ; not a single hint about a 
Vision ;, and as Jesus was holy and 
without sin, such thoughts could not 
have arisen in his pure mind; because 


they must have been thoughts,-not of 
resignation to the Divine will; but of 


impatience and distrust of vanity, and 
worldlymindedness, entirely incom- 
patible with the character.of him who 
was without sin. 

This hypothesis considers all the 
possessions of which we read, as mere- 
ly madness or bodily diseases. ‘The 
Greek philosophers held demons, says 
the hypothesis, to be the spirits of dead 
men, many of whom the people wor- 
shipped as gods. Who told the wise 
men of Greece, or those who take up 
their notions, that there were no other 
spirits than the spirits of dead men, 
to whom the name ¢aue belonged ? In 
the New Festament, @a:uone are spoken 
of as evil spirits, unclean spirits, who 
tormented those of whom they had 





possession. ‘They are also spoken as 
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intelligent beings, they knew that Jesus 
was the Christ, the son of God. Luke 
iv. 34. 41. Mark 1. 24. &c. &e. &e. 
and when suffered to speak, they uni- 
formly bare that testimony ; the in- 
stances are numerous, and in Matthew 
viii. 31. they besought Jesus, that he 
would suffer them to go into the swine, 
and he gave them leave. If it were 
only madness that Jesus cured, is itnot 
unaccountable, that all the madinen 
should agree in the testimony, that 
Jesus was the Christ, the son of God, 
when those who were sober did not 
know it? the truth of the matter seems 
to be, that they were bad spirits, who 
possessed knowledge which men did 
not possess. Peter indeed had it by 
revelation, but he did not at the time 
understand the import of what he had 
confessed. Perhaps the expression, 
James 11. 19. The demons believe and 
tremble, was taken from what the}! 
Apostle witnessed, Mat. vill. 29, and 
Luke iv. 34. For these evil spirits seem- 
ed to have the idea, that Jesus was to 
execute judgment upon them: In many 
cases he suffered ‘them not to speak, 
because they knew him. In Matt. viii. 
$1. we are told that the aoe be- 
sought Jesus, that he would suffer them 
to go into the swine; he gave them 
leave, they accordingly went out of the 
man, and entered into the swine, who 
ran violently into the water and perish- 
ed. The text informs us that it was 
the ev/ spirits who spoke and acted. 
The hypothesis tells us it was the mad- 
ness; for it will not be pretended, that 
it was the men who came out of the 
men, and went into the swine. But 
madness is a disease; and it would be 
a strong attempt indeed at personifi- 
cation, to represent the disease as sup- 
plicating for permission to go into the 
swine, and what must we think of Jesus 
granting the petition of a disease ? Or 
of his historians who narrated the fact ? 
From the character of owr Lord, I can- 
not believe} either that he was deceiv ed, 
or that he countenanced dec eption in 
others. And the Evangelists cannot be 
‘suspected of having any design to ‘de- 
ceive the readers of their works, or of 
being ignorant of the facts which they 
narrated. They could not mean to 
burlesque their master whom they 
loved, and for whom they laid down 
their lives. At the same time I am 
quite satisfied, that some of those who 





have adopted the hypothesis of Mr.’the dead, until the day of resurrection, 
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Farmer, have the very best i intentions; 
but I think them mistaken in their views 
of the subject; as I cannot reconcile 
the hypothesis, either with the scrip- 
ture or common sense. I must leave 

it to them to furnish the proper expla- 


nation. T. 
fa) 
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IMMORTALITY. 
(Coneluded.) 

“ Man dieth, and wasteth away, yea 

man giveth up the ghost, and w here is 
he? As the waters fail from the sea, and 
the flood decays and dries up, so man 
lieth down, and rises not till the heavens 
be nomore. ‘They shall not aw ake, nor 
be raised out of their sleep.” Job. xiv. 
7. What ideas had Job of the soul? he 
surely did not believe it survived the 
body , and was inan intermediate state. 
No! he positively asserts in the lan- 
guage of reason and revelation, that 
man riseth not till the heavens be no more. 
Yet Job, though he did believe as I do, 
will not, I hope, be called as I have 
been; however he was a patient man. 
Job in believing im the death or sleep of 
the soul, did not disbelieve resurrection. 
“If a man die, shall he live again ? 
Allthe days of my appointed time, will 
I wait till my change come.” Ww here 
will he wait? “In the grave,” where 
he desired to be hid. * And though 
after my skin, worms destroy this bod¢, 
yetin my flesh shall I see God.” xix. 
25. 

In the punishments denounced only 
mankind, we do not read of any on the 
separate souls, which would be the 
case if such a thing as a soul existed: 
“ dust thou art, and unto dust shalt 
thou return.” The “ thou” certainly 
meant the whole being. “In the day 
that thou eatest thereof, thou shalt 
surely die.” Now if the body only 
died, and there remained a soul which 
lived, what punishment could the death 
of the body be to it?) When it pleased 

God to sweep the world of men to 
death by the deluge, it is said, * Allin 
whose nostrils was the breath ‘of life, of |i 
all that was in the dry land died.”— 
Here is no mention of any part that 
escaped death. If the soul was the 
cause of the depravity of men, it and 
not the body should have suffered. I 
have now shown that the scripture 
speaks of no thought or sensation ‘in 


ji 


and indeed how could there be a re- 
surrection of that which never did or 
can die? I have shown that the word 


idea of an immaterial substance, that 
the doctrine gathered from this led 
Job to believe the resurrection. 
However humiliating to some, yet 
it is undoubtedly true, that no idea of 
man’s can be acquired, but through the 
medium of his organs of sensation, the 
same way in which the beasts of the 
field acquire theirs; we differ from 
them but in degree, and our bodies are 
resolved into the same principles as 
theirs. Like them we are of the dust, 
like them we return. 
of the immortality of man in nature. I 
sought but found it not; the chrysalis 
that bursts its shell was no proof to 
me; how could I know that it possessed 
any knowledge of what it had been? 
but if I could, did not this butterfly pay 
the debt of nature, and perish i in the 
bloom of beauty? I longed for im- 
mortality, and thought this was a strong 
proof that man was immortal, but even 
this faded; for we might as well argue 
that man would never die, because his 
mind shrinks from death, as to say that 
he would live again, because he de- 
sired it. 

The volume of revelation ‘only can 
bring life and immortality to light; the 
proofs of the resurrection of our Sa- 
Viour are the.only ones we can build 
any hopes of a future life upon, and ‘if 
Christ is not risen, then is our faith 

vain. The circumstances of his rising 
from the dead, have all the evidence of 
truth that any event can claim, and 
those who profess to be his disciples, 
should leave the idle folly of natural 
immortality, and obey his command of 
“ search the scriptures, for in them ye 
think ye have eternal life, and they are 
they which testify of me.” Z. 


O 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER 

I have observed with some surprise, 
that your paper contains a great deal 
of sophistical argument, teac hing there 
isno Trinity. Pity has probably kept 
abler hands silent, ‘but lest the simple 
should be led away, by the multiplicity 
of Greek words of the would-be thought 
learned, and devoted servants of the 
seventy, I will call their attention to 
scripture, as I think it better adapted to 
the way-faring man, than all the so- 











phistry used. R. C. may think he is in 


translated soul, does not convey any. 
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the right, but perhaps it would be more 
conducive to his future welfare, if he 
would lay aside Dr. Priestley, and pay 
“More attention to his Bible. But as it 
is expressed in holy writ—“ Judge not 
lest ye be judged,” I offer the follow- 
ing in opposition to those opinions: 
In John x. 30. we read, * I and my Fa- 
ther are one,” and 38, “ That ye may 
know and believe, that the Father is in 
me and [in him.” Andas strongly, John 
xiv. 8, 9. “ Lord, show us the Father, 
and it sufficeth us. Jesus saith unto him, 
have I been so long time with you, and 
yet hast thou not known me, Philip? He 
that hath seen me hath seen the Father.” 

John i. 1. reads, “ In the beginning 
was the word, and the word was with 
God, and the word was God.” This is 

arallel to Psal. xxxili. 6. ‘“ By the 
word of the Lord were the heavens 
made.” And in Gen. 1. 1. ‘God cre- 
ated the heavens and the earth.” In 
Coll. i. 15,16, 17,is the parallel, “ Who 
is the image of the visible God, the frst 
born of every creature. For by him 
were all things created that are in 
heaven, and that are in the earth, visible 
and invisible, whether they be thrones, 
or dominions, or principalities, or pow- 
ers, all things were created by himand 
for him, and he is before all things.” 
Now if he was a mere man, could he 
create invisible things? 

He is called the “ mighty God, ever- 
lasting Father, of his kingdom there 
shall be no end.” In Heb. 1. 8. “ Thy 
“throne, O God !” (i.e.) the son, “ is for 
ever andever.” And Rev. iv. 11.“Thou 
art worthy, O Lord, to receive glory, 
and honor, and power, for thou hast 
created all things.” 

Christ existed and had glory before 
he was conceived by the Holy Ghost, 
as;we shall see by referring to John 
xvii. 5. “ The glory which I had with 
thee before the world was.” We have 
also a proof that he possessed all power, 
what now could he have? All power is 
given me in heaven and inearth, go ye 
therefore and teach all nations, bap- 

_tising them in the name of the Jather, 

and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. 

Matt. xxviii. 18. This is Bible, if it be 

true it wants no comment, it is good 

enough, though some suppose it to be 

mistranslated. S. 
ty 

Hor: isthe support of the disappoint- 
ed, the encourager of the unfortunate, 
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FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER, 


NO. X. 
“Omnia explorate, bonum tenete.”—Pavtus. 


“That our Lord in the beginning 
was with God, and was God, I agree 
with the second answer, in No. 5, but 
surely not out of his offices.” See No. 
10, page 40. 

The above quotation is all on which 
Iam disposed to animadvert in this 
number. 

The writer, T.is very correct in say- 
ing, that “our Lord” was not God, 
* out of his offices;” for it was his offices 
only that could have constituted him 
“God,” in any sense whatever; as it 


is itself an official and relative title.” 
But then, what does the writer, or what 
did the evangelist mean, by the words, 
“ In the beginning?” If we allow the 
beloved disciple John to be his own 
interpreter, by turning to his first epis- 
tle, (1 John i. 1, 2, 3.) where he makes 
use of similar language, we shall find 
that by the “ word,” in his gospel, and 
‘“‘ word of life,” in his epistle, he means 
nothing less nor more than Fesus, 
which, says he, * was from the begin- 
ning, which we have heard, which we 
have seen with our eyes, which we have 
looked upon, and our hands have hand- 
led.” By the words zn the beginning, or 
from the beginning, therefore, I appre- 
hend we are to understand the com- 
mencement of the gospel dispensation; 
or the beginning of the preaching of this 
gospel by Jesus Christ. Considering 
this the meaning of the words, in the 
beginning, then the words “ our Lord” 
are proper, as applicable to Jesus 
Christ. But if we are to understand 
by the words zn the beginning, the com- 
mencement of creation, as expressed, 
Gen. i. 1. “ Jn the beginning, God cre- 
ated the heaven and the earth;’’ then, 
who are we to understand by the words 
* our Lord ?”” Will any one undertake 
to say, that Fesus of Nazareth, whom 
James, Peter and John, as well as 
all the disciples, had so often heard, 
seen, and handled,and whom we call, 
as they also called, “our Lord and 
Master,’ existed, as ‘our Lord,” 
before he was born! Why may we 
not as well suppose, that all his 
disciples had not only existed before 
they were born; but that they had all 


is very justly observed, “the title God 


any of them existed in the flesh; and 
therefore, when he called them, they 
all knew him as their Lord, whom they 
had so often heard, seen, and handled! 
Such ideas may exist, and exist ho- 
nestly too, in the chimera of a fruitful 
imagination ; but I know of no evi- 
dence, by which they can be suported. 

The passage in Philip. ii. 7, has been 
explained in my seventh number, p. 36, 
38, 59, and I have no further light to 
throw on that subject. 

Ifmy worthy and much respected 
friend T. really believes that the same 
nerson, or being, which we now mean, 
when we say Jesus of Nazareth, Jesus 
Christ, our Lord, or dur Lord and 
Master, was actually with God, and 
was consulted (Gen. xi. 7.) concerning 
the confounding of the language of those 
who undertook to build a_ tower, 
‘‘ whose top might reach unto heaven,” 
IT have no objection. He must excuse 
me, however, when I say, that such 
ideas stagger my belief. And if the 
truth of Christianity could not be sup- 
ported by better evidence, than is 
brought in support of such fanciful no- 
tions, znfidelity, so far as that term 
relates to the christian religion, would 
certainly be excusable. ‘The same ob- 
servations willapply to Isa. vi. 5. What 
was seen was no less than God AIl- 
mighty; who was seen in vision, through 
the medium of symbolical representa- 
tions. Compare Rom. 1. 20. x. €. 

O 
PRESBYTERIANISM 
versus 


PRESBYTERIANISM. 


Tuts work mentioned in the Mes- 
senger, No. 10, is now in print, and for 
sale at this office; price 12} cents.— 
Upwards of seven hundred copies are 
already disposed of ; and as the work 
is still in type, persons at a distance, 
if application be made soon, can be 
supplied with them, at $4 per hundred. 
It is a work which strikes at the very 
root of Calvinism ! 
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Neatly executed at this Office. 
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and the rest of the weary. 


heard, seen, and handled him long before 


advance. 
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